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DETAILED ACTION 



Status of Claims 



1. 



This action is in reply to the response filed on 26 th of November 2008. 



2. 



Claims 1-3, 5-10, 13, and 14 have been amended. 



3. 



Claims 4, 1 1 , and 12 have been canceled. 



4. 



Claims 1-3, 5-10, 13, and 14 are currently pending and have been examined. 



Response to Arguments 



5. Applicant's arguments filed 26 th of November 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Referring to the previous Office action, Examiner has cited relevant portions of the 
references as a means to illustrate the systems as taught by the prior art. As a means of 
providing further clarification as to what is taught by the references used in the first Office action, 
Examiner has expanded the teachings for comprehensibility while maintaining the same grounds 
of rejection of the claims, except as noted above in the section labeled "Status of Claims." This 
information is intended to assist in illuminating the teachings of the references while providing 
evidence that establishes further support for the rejections of the claims. 

With regard to the limitations of claim 1, Applicant argues "...the invention is primarily for the 
account holder, not for the issuers as in Blagg's disclosure" The Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. Please refer to paragraph 0038+, where it states "...the payment may be allocated 
manually across the accounts in the group based on issuer policy or cardholder direction..." 
Therefore it clearly shows that this invention is not solely for issuers but also can be utilized by 
account holders. Also applicant argues that "...Blagg does not teach or suggest the features of 
the present invention; inquiry and transaction of the primary account and one or more secondary 
linked accounts simultaneously in real time and by the name which primary account holder 
assigned before." The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Please refer to paragraph 0038+ where it 
states when "...informational look-up processing occurs..." populated data stores and load "keys" 
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(relationship parameters) onto account records to link accounts. Does not specifically state 
"simultaneously in real time" but it is obvious that this data processing is clearly done 
electronically when populated data stores and load "keys" onto account records to link accounts, 
therefore it is done simultaneously in real-time. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

7. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are 
summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

Examiner's Note: The Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior art 
of record within the body of this action for the convenience of the Applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply. Applicant, in 
preparing the response, should consider fully the entire reference as potentially teaching all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the Examiner. 
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8. Claims 1-3, 5-10, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Blagg et al. (hereinafter "Blagg"); (US 2006/0036543 A1) in view of Dilip et al. (hereinafter "Dilip"); (US 
2007/0136169 A1). 

As per Claim 1: 

Blagg as shown discloses the following limitations: 

• linked account translator connected to the main computer system, (See at least Page 2, 
Paragraph 001 9+, operations center = linked account translator) 

• for saving and managing information on a primary account and one or more linked 
secondary accounts of the account holder, (See at least Page 1 , Paragraph 0009+) 

• wherein a common account is created by the main computer system as an account for 
intermediate process on transactions between the said accounts, (See at least Page 1 , 
Paragraph 0003+) 

• wherein the account database is connected to the said linked account translator, and the 
said common account is accessed by the main computer system, (See at least Page 2, 
Paragraph 001 9+, Outside data stores = account database) 

• wherein the primary account and the one or more linked secondary accounts are 
managed by the said linked account translator, (See at least Page 2, Paragraph 001 9+, 
"...management of the accounts...") 

• the one or more linked secondary accounts are linked and accessed together 
automatically and simultaneously using information in the account database for inquiry 
and transaction in real time, and (See at least Page 2, Paragraph 0020+, 
"...informational look-up processing...") 

However, Blagg specifically does not teach the following limitation. But Dilip discloses the 
following limitations: 

• a main computer system in charge of transaction on account holder's account; (See at 
least Fig. 2, Item 138) 
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• an account database for saving for saving account information on account holder's 
account, wherein the account database is managed by the said main computer system; 
(See at least Page 3, Paragraph 0043+) 

• a payment gateway for managing transaction between the main computer system and 
external systems connected by the main computer system; (See at least Fig. 19, Item 
652) 

• a connection hub equipped with an external network transaction information between 
external transaction equipments and the main computer system; (See at least Page 3, 
Paragraph 0037+, The market information service server) 

• wherein when the primary account holder processes inquiry and transaction on the said 
primary account by an account number and a PIN (password), (See at least Page 4, 
Paragraph 0050+) 

• when the primary account holder processes inquiry and transaction on the primary 
account by an account number and a PIN (password), the primary account holder 
processes each of the one or more linked secondary accounts with an account number 
and an associated account name assigned by the primary account holder. (See at least 
Page 4, Paragraph 0050+) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Blagg's method of creating linked accounts as taught by Dilip's 
method/apparatus for implementing financial transaction to have an arrangement of networks and 
hardwares to establish this. This will greatly increase the efficiency and the effectiveness of the 
system. 
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As per Claim 3: 

Combination of Blagg / Dilip discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. 
Furthermore, Blagg also discloses the following limitations: 

• the said common account is an account created by the main computer system for 
intermediate account on transactions via the said external network connection hub, 
account transaction on account database, inter-account transactions between the said 
account translator and linked accounts and/or via payment gateway, or between the said 
account translator and linked accounts and (See at least Page 1 , Paragraph 0003+) 

• via payment gateway to save all transaction details of the main computer system, and 
from the common account to allow transfer to outer merchant accounts respectively. (See 
at least Page 2, Paragraph 0017+) 



As per Claim 5: 

Combination of Blagg / Dilip discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. 
Furthermore, Blagg also discloses the following limitations: 

• the said linked account translator manages account information on the said primary 
account and least one of linked secondary accounts; (See at least Page 5, Paragraph 
0059+) 

• wherein the common account saves the details of transactions at the main computer 
system, wherein the said main computer system manages transactions to merchant 
accounts referring to the transaction details in the said common account. (See at least 
Page 2, Paragraph 0017+) 
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As per Claim 6: 

Combination of Blagg / Dilip discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. 
Furthermore, Blagg also discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the said linked account translator, the common account, or both of the said 
linked account translator and the common account are comprised in the said main 
computer system; (See at least Page 5, Paragraph 0059+) 

As per Claim 7: 

Combination of Blagg / Dilip discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. 
Furthermore, Blagg also discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the account information on primary account and one or more linked secondary 
accounts managed by the above linked account translator are saved arid managed at the 
existing account database, (See at least Page 2, Paragraph 0017+) 

• for the case of the said linked account translator, the common account, or both are 
equipped inside of the said main computer system. (See at least Page 5, Paragraph 
0059+) 

As per Claim 9: 

Combination of Blagg / Dilip discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. 
Furthermore, Blagg also discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the said primary account and one or more of the said linked secondary accounts 
are managed by the said linked account translator by the individual account numbers with 
an account classification codes issued by the bank (See at least Page 7, Paragraph 
0075+) 
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As per Claim 10: 

Combination of Blagg / Dilip discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. 
Furthermore, Blagg also discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the primary account and the one or more linked secondary accounts are 
managed by the said linked account translator, and (See at least Page 5, Paragraph 
0059+) 

• the one or more linked secondary accounts are allocated as other person's account 
according to the designation by the primary account holder. (See at least Page 1 , 
Paragraph 0011+) 

However, Blagg specifically does not teach the following limitation. But Dilip discloses the 
following limitations: 

• the said primary account is processed to transact approved by an account number and a 
PIN(password), (See at least Page 4, Paragraph 0050+) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Blagg's method of creating linked accounts as taught by Dilip's 
method/apparatus for implementing financial transaction to allow user to enter the account 
number and password to access the account. This would greatly increase the security of the 
system. 

As per Claim 13: 

Combination of Blagg / Dilip discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. 
Furthermore, Blagg also discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein for the primary account and the one or more linked secondary accounts 
managed by the said linked account translator, (See at least Page 5, Paragraph 0059+) 

However, Blagg specifically does not teach the following limitation. But Dilip discloses the 
following limitations: 
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• when the primary account holder processes inquiry and transaction on the primary 
account by the account number and PIN(password), rest of the linked accounts are linked 
and accessed together automatically and simultaneously in real time. (See at least Page 
4, Paragraph 0050+) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Blagg's method of creating linked accounts as taught by Dilip's 
method/apparatus for implementing financial transaction to allow user to enter the account 
number and password to access multiple accounts. This would greatly increase the security of 
the system. 

As per Claim 14: 

Combination of Blagg / Dilip discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. 
Furthermore, Blagg also discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein one of the holder's account managed by the said linked account translator is the 
other person's account, (See at least Page 5, Paragraph 0059+) ;(Also see at least Page 
1, Paragraph 0011+) 

• wherein the other person's account is selectively limited to inquiry and transaction only on 
the said person's account and not on the primary account nor other linked secondary 
accounts. (See at least Page 1, Paragraph 0012+) 
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9. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Blagg in view of Dilip in 
further view of Walker et al. (hereinafter "Walkerl"); (US 5,999,596). 

As per Claim 2: 

Combination of Blagg / Dilip discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. However, 
Blagg/Dilip does not teach the following limitation. But, Walkerl teaches the following limitations: 

• DTMF measures at terminal connected via internet server or wire & wireless telephone to 
create transaction data; (See at least Column 5, Line 53+) 

• ARS server transmitting the said transaction data to the main computer system via 
external network connection hub; (See at least Fig 1 , Item 30) 

• ATM terminal as well as a counter terminal. (See at least Column 12, Line 6+) 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 

invention was made to modify Blagg / Dilip's system as taught by Walkerl 's authorizing system to 
include the DTMF measures at terminal, ARS server, and ATM terminal to be used as an external 
transaction equipments. As in Walkerl , it is within the capabilities of one of ordinary skill in the art 
to attach and install DTMF measures at terminal, ARS server, and ATM terminal to Blagg/Dilip's 
accounts linking system to effectively communicate with the external equipments. 

10. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Blagg in view of Dilip in 
further view of Walker et al. (hereinafter "Walker2"); (US 6,330,544 B1 ). 

As per Claim 8: 

Combination of Blagg / Dilip discloses the limitations as shown in the rejections above. However, 
Blagg/Dilip does not teach the following limitation. But, Walker2 teaches the following limitations: 

• wherein the primary account and one or more linked secondary account managed by the 
linked account translator, for the complete account numbers expressed in L digit by N- 
number system, allocate a section ofM digits in the L digit account number wherein M is 
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smaller number than L, allocate one of the said numbered accounts to the primary 
account, and allocate least one of the rest numbered accounts to account of another 
person which the primary account holder appoints; among the account number groups 
expressed in N digits smaller than L, allocate rest of the account numbers as number for 
the linked secondary accounts, excluding the said two accounts, those are the said 
primary account and the said another person's account appointed by the said primary 
account holder. (See at least Column 12, Line 37+) 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify Blagg / Dilip's system as taught by Walker2's processing credit 
card system since claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the 
combination each element merely would have performed the same function as it did separately, 
and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of the combination were 
predictable. 
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Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

11. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the 
mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the 
date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or concerning 
this communication or earlier communications from the Examiner should be directed to Edward 
Chang whose telephone number is 571.270.3092. The Examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday-Friday, 9:30am-5:00pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, Kambiz Abdi can be reached at 571.272.6702. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair <http://pair-direct.uspto.gov >. Should you have 
questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 
866.217.9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

or faxed to 571-273-8300. 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office Customer Service Window: 

Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314. 

March 10,2009 

/Edward Chang/ Examiner, Art Unit 3692 
/Susanna M. Diaz/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3692 



